
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

	

Rte Wilson, Governor

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Wednesday, March 6, 1996
9 :30 a.m.

meeting of th e

PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTE E

of the
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D

8800 Cal Center Driv e
Sacramento, CA 9582 6

AGENDA

Note : o Agenda items may be taken out of order .
o If written comments are submitted, please provide 1 5

two-sided copies -
o Public testimony may be limited to five minutes pe r

person .

Important . Notice : The Board intends that Committee Meeting s
will constitute the time and place where the major discussio n
and deliberation of a listed matter will be initiated . Afte r
consideration by the Committee, matters requiring Board actio n
will be placed on an upcoming Board Meeting Agenda .
Discussion of matters on Board Meeting Agendas may be limite d
if the matters are placed on the Board's Consent Agenda by th e
Committee . Persons interested in commenting on an item bein g
considered by a Board Committee or the full Board are advised
to make comments at the Committee meeting where. the matter is
considered .

Some of the items listed below may be removed from the agenda
prior to the Committee meeting . To verify whether an item :
will be heard, please call Tracy Webb, at (916) 255-2167 .

1. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
a, SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE NORTH FORK TRANSFER

STATION, MADERA COUNT Y

2. CONSIDERATION OF(CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE B&J DROP BOX SANITARY
LANDFILL, SOLANO COUNTY

8800 Cal Center Drive
-•amento, California 9582 6

Robert C . Frazee, Chairman
Sam Egigian, Member
Paul Relis, Member
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3 CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTION OF THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND

	

\fi t
CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID WASTE FACILIT Y
PERMIT FOR THE CHESTER/LAKE ALMANOR SOLID WASTE TRANSFER

	

Sr
'

STATION, PLUMAS COUNTY

‘\.)~' 4 CONSIDERATION OF SITES FOR REMEDIATION UNDER THE WASTE TIR E
STABILIZATION AND ABATEMENT PROGRA M

CONSIDERATION OF A NEW SITE FOR THE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND lq
CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM (AB 2136 )

. CONSIDERATION OF THE 30-DAY NOTIFICATION OF THE INTENT T O
WITHDRAW APPROVAL OF THE DESIGNATION OF THE SISKIYOU COUNT Y
LOCAL ENFORCEMENT AGENC Y

\
\ 0 7 . CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSED FINANCIAL ASSURANCES ENFORCEMEN T

PROCEDURES FOR SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS FINANCIAL ASSURANC E
VIOLATIONS

8 . CONSIDERATION OF THE REGULATORY TIERS PERMIT ENFORCEMEN T
POLICY FOR SOLID WASTE FACILITIES

9. CONSIDERATION OF DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR TO CONCUR IN THE ISSUANCE OF STANDARDIZED PERMITS
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10. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS TO ADDRESS TH E
,O STATUTORY REQUIREMENT THAT UNPERMITTED .SOLID WASTE

P~ FACILITIES CEASE OPERATION ON OCTOBER 16, 199 6
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12 . ADJOURNMENT

Notice :

		

The Committee may hold a closed session to discus s
the appointment or employment of public employee s
and litigation under authority of Government Cod e
Sections 11126 (a) and (q), respectively .

V3
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l a'll . OPEN DISCUSSION

S

For further information contact :
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D
8800 Cal Center Driv e
Sacramento, CA 9582 6

Patti Bertram
(916) 255-2156



Permitting and Enforcement Committe e
March 6, 199 6

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D

AGENDA ITEM 1
ITEM :

		

CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A
REVISED SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE NORTH FOR K
TRANSFER STATION, MADERA COUNTY

BACKGROUND :

Facility Fact s

Facility Name :

	

North Fork Transfer Station ,
Facility No . 20-AA-000 1

Facility Type :

	

Large Volume Transfer Station

Location :

	

33699 Road 27 4
North Fork, California

The facility. is located on a 10 acre parcel .

Surrounding land use includes Public Open
Space, Rural Mountain, Rural Mountain Single
Family, and Industrial, Heavy .

Permitted
Tonnage :

		

99 cubic yards [or approximately 25 tons pe r
day (TPD) ]

Proposed
Permitted Tonnage : 60 TPD

Operationa l
Status :

		

Active, permitted, operating under a
Stipulated Order of Compliance .

Owner :

	

County of Mader a
Mr . Michael Kirn, County Enginee r
Dept . of Engineering & General Service s

Contrac t
Operator :

		

Madera Disposal Systems, Inc . (MDSI )
Mr . Gene Dupreau, Owner

41, Local Enforcement
. Agency :

	

Madera County Environmental Health
Mr . James Blanton, Director

Area :

Setting :

t



North Fork Transfer Station

	

Agenda Item 1
Page 2

	

March 6, 199 6

Proposed Project The revised permit will allow for an increase i n
tonnage from approximately 25 tons per day (TPD) to 60 TPD ,
thereby, changing the operations from a small volume to a large
volume transfer station ; extend the hours of operation fro m
9 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m . to 7 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m . ; allow for the
acceptance of household hazardous waste (HHW) . Additionally, th e
permit revision will allow a modificationto the facility' s
design which includes an expansion of 28' x 40' to the existing
40' x 40' partially enclosed building, and installation of a HH W
storage locker .

SUMMARY :

Site History : The facility has been in operation since the earl y
1970s . In 1979, the county awarded the operation of the statio n
to the private sector . Today, station operations and wast e
hauling is performed by MDSI, who owns all buildings and
equipment located at the site . However, the county remains th e
land owner . The existing permit was issued on March 30, 1990 as a
small volume transfer station . In April 1995 a peak load of 5 7
TPD was noted in the operators weight and volume records . A
proposed permit was originally submitted in May 1995, however ,
Board staff found the permit application to be incomplete . and
outstanding violations of State Minimum Standards . Subsequently ,
the proposed permit was withdrawn . The facility is currentl y
operating under a Stipulated Order of Compliance which was firs t
issued on July 17, 1995, then reissued October 31, 1995, whic h
stipulates an application for permit revision was to be submitte d
to the LEA by November 30, 1995 . On December 21, 1995, the LEA
accepted the application package as complete .

Project Description : The facility is located in the mountain area
of eastern Madera County, about 0 .5 miles above North Fork o n
Road 274 . Primary routes used by station related traffic, in
addition to Road 274, include County Roads 200 and 225 . The
facility consists essentially of a main processing building, a
gatehouse, and a ::eas for storing waste containers . The mai n
building is a split level structure which encloses the unloading
area and all sides except the west . The unloading area is on the
upper level of the structure . The lower level of the structur e
houses the waste container in use .

The facility is open to the public 9 :00 a .m . to 5 :00 p .m .
Thursday through Monday, closed Tuesdays and Wednesdays and major
holidays . The facility may operate two hours earlier each
morning and one hour later each afternoon for the purposes of
cleaning activities, special arrangement loads an d
operator/county use .
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The Report of Station Information (RSI) states'the average dail y
throughput anticipated for 1996 is approximately 27 TPD, and i s
expected to increase to approximately 30 TPD by 1999 as a resul t
of the estimated 3 .3% growth rate .

The station is operated by two full time employees, therefore, a t
least one site supervisor/operator is on duty at all times . The
site supervisor/operator assumes responsibility for dail y
operations which include monitoring traffic flow and unloading ,
cleaning, and maintaining a safe environment . Additionally ,
personnel at the MDSI operations at the Fairmead Landfill advis e
the site operatc:'s and oversee the operations of the station .

Environmental Controls : The environmental control measures fo r
dust, vectors, drainage, litter, noise, and odor are described i n
the November 1995, Report of Station Information (RSI) . The LEA
has determined that these controls, if applied, will meet th e
State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal .

Resource Recovery Operations : Salvaging activities at the sit e
are minimal because the waste is transferred to the Mammot h
Materials Recovery where resource recovery will occur .

ANALYSIS :

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilitie s
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuanc e
of a Solid Waste Facility Permit . Since the proposed permit for .
this facility was received February 12, 1996, the last day th e
Board may act is April 13, 1996 .

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . However ,
not all the nece : :sary supporting documentation has bee n
submitted . An upcate on the missing documentation, that i s
expected to be `crthcoming, will be provided by Board staff a t
the March committee-meeting .

1 .

	

Conformance with County Pla n

The facility is identified and described in the 1984 Mader a
County Solid Waste Management Plan . Based upon thi s
information Board staff concludes that the requirements o f
PRC 50000 have been met .
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Consistency with General Pla n

On February 16, 1995, the Madera County Planning Department
drafted a letter which verified that in 1983, the Plannin g
Commission and Board of Supervisors rezoned and amended the
Madera County General Plan and approved Conditional Us e
Permit No . 83-61 to allow the transfer station . Based upon
this information Board staff concludes that the requirement s
of PRC 50000 .5 have been met . (See Attachment 4 . )

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirement s

LEA Advisory No . 28, advises LEA's that beginning Octobe r
1995, any permit submitted for consideration by the Board b e
accompanied by a statement from the LEA . which makes a
determination whether there is substantial evidence that th e
issuance of the proposed permit would prevent o r
substantially impair the jurisdiction's ability to mee t
diversion requirements . On February 15, 1996, the LEA
indicated tnis .statement would be forthcoming .

4.

	

California ^nvironmental Quality Act (CEOA )

The Madera County Planning Department, acting as the Lea d
Agency, prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND )
indicating to adverse environmental impact is anticipate d
from the project ; mitigation measures were made a conditio n
of the approval of the proposed project . A Notice o f
Determination (SCH # 95072094) was filed with the Count y
Clerk on August 28, 1995 .

In reviewing these environmental documents which wer e
submitted with the proposed permit, Board staff found th e
project description to be vague in that it only addresse d
the expansion of the building . Although Board staff had
commented on the Initial Study on August 9, 1995, there wa s
no evidence to indicate that the decision-making body ,
Madera County Environmental Committee, had considered th e
comments pertaining to the increase in vehicles and tonnage .
Additionally, the proposed permit would allow the operating
hours of the facility to be extended from 9 :00 a .m . - 5 :0 0
p .m . to 7 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m . Thursday through Monday, and
allow the acceptance of Household Hazardous Waste, whic h
were not included in the project description and
environmental evaluation in the Initial Study .

On February 14 and 15, 1996, Board staff telephone d
Mr . E .J . Iveldi of the Madera County Planning Department,
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who is the chairman of the Environmental Committee and the
contact person for the Lead Agency and had persona l
knowledge of the facts pertaining to the above mentione d
issues . Mr . Ivaldi stated that potential environmenta l
impacts that_ might result from the proposed increase i n
vehicles an3 tonnage, the extended operating hours, and th e
implementation of a HHW program were considered by th e
Environmental Committee prior to the adoption of the
Negative Declaration and found to be less than significant .
Mr . Ivaldi has agreed to include a statement outlining thes e
facts in a :1arification letter . Therefore, pending receip t
of this letter, Board staff are of the opinion that the CEQA
analysis prepared by the Lead Agency for this project wil l
be adequate .

5 .

	

Conformance with State Minimum Standard s

The LEA has made the determination that the facility' s
proposed design and operation is in compliance with State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal .

Board staff, in conjunction with staff of the LEA, inspected
the facility on February 15, 1996 . Staff found two
violations of the Public Resources Code (PRC) ; no violation
of State Minimum Standards . Issuance of the proposed permi t
would correct the two PRC violations noted below :

► PRC Section 44004 - Significant change has occurre d
at the site ; an d

PRC 440 1 .1(b) - The facility is no longer operating
within the term and conditions of the existing permit .

STAFF RECOMMENDATION :

Because a revised Solid Waste Facility Permit is proposed, th e
Board must e_the : concur or object to the proposed permit a s
submitted by the LEA .

Because the proposed permit was submitted shortly before the du e
date for the March Permitting and Enforcement Committee agend a
items, staff is currently in the process of compiling th e
documentation to support the recommendation . Staff recommend tha t
the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 96-102, concurring in the
issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 20-AA-0001 ,
providing :

•

5
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A letter of clarification is submitted by the Madera County
Environmental Committee indicating the committee considere d
the potential environmental impacts that might result fro m
the proposed increase in vehicles and tonnage, the extende d
operating hours, and the implementation of a Househol d
Hazardous Waste program prior to the adoption of the
Negative Declaration and found them to be less tha n
significant .

2

	

The LEA submits a written statement in accordance with LE A
Advisory No . 28 indicating there is no evidence that th e
issuance of the proposed permit would prevent o r
substantially impair the jurisdiction's ability to achiev e
the waste diversion goals .

ATTACHMENTS :

i .
2 .

Location Ma r
Floor Plan

3 . Proposed Permit 20-AA-000 1
4 .. AB2296 Finding of Conformanc e
5 . Permit Decision No .

	

96-102

Prepared by : Vi : :giniaRosales/Phone : 255-4168
2p-t(%

	

/k,

	

ur46

Reviewed by : t i ;	 Dier/Su	 e Hatnbleton	 Phone : 255-2453

Approved by :	 Clinton L . Whitney	 Phone : 255-2431	

Legal Review :

	

flog.. -At	 Date/Time :	 Z/Z7'-/yL	

•
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FIGURE 1 : SITE LOCATION, NORTH FORK TRANSFER STATIO N
NORTH FORK, CALIF.
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1 . Fecilily/Rrmir Nombn:

	

,i

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 2aAA400 1

2. Name red Street Addax of Scatty :

North Fat Transfer Station
33699 Road 274

3 . Nsrm and M.Tutg Addw of Oprntnr.

Madera Dispon] Systems, Ls . (MDSI)

P .O . Box 414

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owmer.

Cway of Madra s
Dcpartmea of Engioariag and Gamma Sconce s

North Fork, CA 93643 Madera, CA 93639 135 W . Yosemite
Madcn, CA 93637

5 . SpeciGutims:

	

'

a . Pnmined Operlrw=

	

(1

	

Composting Facility

	

I 1

	

Processing Faclity
(mired waon )

(1

	

Composting Facility

	

IX] Tacofa Statio n

(yan. wnte)
-

	

I I

	

landfill Disposal Site

	

(1

	

Transformation Facility

I I

	

Material Recovery Facility

	

I 1

	

Other.

b. Permiad Houn of Oporadoa :
Public - 9-00 sm to 5 :00 pm Thursday through Monday, clodTOcadays do Wdnrsdays, Hew Years Day . Esarr, Memorial Day, July 4th, Labor Day ,

TLankagiviag Day and Chriamu
Other - 7:00 am to 6 :00 pm, same days n above for cleaning activities, grocial arrangement loads sod Operator/Count' us e

c. Permitted Tom per Operating Day.

Noo-Hsnrdous - Genera l
Noo-Hnnrdous -Sludge .
Non-Hanrdau- Sepanrd or commingled recyclable.
Non-Hanrdoua - Other (Sea Section 14 of Pemba
Desigxatd (See Sccei® 14 of Pembt)
Hazardaas (See Section 14 of }temp)

d . Pained Traffic Volume:

LEA

Total: ,

	

60

	

Tons/Day

60

	

ToawDay
0

	

Tona/Day
0

	

ToodD.y
0

	

TonafDay
0

	

Tow/Day
.

	

0

	

Tosa/Day

Taal :

	

145

	

Vehielr3D.y

Icoming vista aystatisl s
Ongoing as= ava:risls (for dismal)
Outgoing maaetisls from mararial recovery operation

e . Key Design Panmemrs (DeWied panmmen are Mwaon aim plans bearing

144

	

Vehieka/Day
4

	

Vehicles/Day
0

	

Vehicles/Day

sd CIWMB nlidatio s) :

	

.

. •Pmioed Area (in acre) ,

afar_ F] .v~ev~ sty

	

-

t4sa . Dy! (R gad)

	

-

	

-

T c pemat Is gibed .toady to the operator cooed above, and is ea-

	

-

	

bk. Upon a change of rpa .tor, the parrot is subject to t eocstiam or surycoion. Tb
seamed mime Ii ifs sad coo ruins w imegral pasts of this pact and arpenede the condition. of any previous tamed solid nano &dray permits.

6 . Approval :

. .

7 . Bdmremens Agency Name ad Ad&e

Madera Comfy Envisost~ml HeaWt Deplore&

	

.
Appmviog Officer Signamn

.
133 W . name.

Mader, CA 4363 7
)ll s . Whl, MIS D

Namirida

B . Re eind by CIWMZ: 9. CfWMB Coaunve. Dan ;

9



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

FacilitylPamit Numbtr

SAASO !

12 . legal Daeription of Facility (coach map with RFD:

NW 114 of Section IS, Townaitip 6 South, Range 23 haw. Mount Diseb Rodin. and Meridas DADS & M) . Ammar' . parcel Naebn (AM MO-100-006 .

13 . Refines:
A .

	

This permit is condone with the me a meal approved County Solid Wade Management Plan (CoSWhEP 1984 Reviaim) as per Public Rmaourees
Code, Section 50000(x)(2) . See Anarltment A .

b .

	

This pant is condoms with standard . adopted by the Califemia integrated Wade Maaagemmnt Board (CIWMB) . Public Resomta Coda,

Section 44010 .

e.

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the Sate Minimum Standard . for Solid Wade Handling and Disposal at delemdmd

by the LEA.

d .

	

The following local fora protection district hat determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire maodarda as required in Publi c
Resourcca Code, Section 44151 . See insetted addendum to Appendix E.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination (NOD), Slate Clearinghouse (SCH 195072094) was fled with the Offset f Planning and Rematch and with the Offic e
of the Madre County Cie& on Anguat 25 . 1995 for this 6eay whim is not exempt from CEQA and in compliance with Section 21108 or

11152 of the Pudls Reno. Cods. S.. Atauhmeet S.

f.

	

A County-wide Integrated Wane Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB .

S .

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the Scr7ity is comieted with, and dnigoaad in, the applable general plan :
Mader. County Planninx Denaturant in aceoedance with Public Remotes . Code, Section 50000 .5(a) . See a• inc. C .

h .

	

The following local governing body has made a written finding that mnounding land use is compa6ble with the beaky operation, as minimal i n
Public Resources Code, Soctioc 500005(6) . Madre County Board of Supervisor. . See Amebrnene D.

14 . Prob3hsooa:

The perminee is prohibited from accepting any liquid wWe sludge, non-hazardous wade requiring special landing, designated wale, tie hazardous wan e
atnka such wane is apeei$calJy listed

	

elow, and units. the .meepa.ee of such waste I. .uthorvad by all applicable permit. .

Thus facility may ,anew household hazardous wan recovered Unmet the wane minimprogram . Used

	

Lox (fl ints and =tint may be seeped
gm pose of s household handout wane collection worm and curly if alt apolieabte permits and a thor zatimu arc nbained . See Condition tI710

The paodtiee is addidmally prohibited from the following items :

Scannime. bpmine of any Idnd, mtinittr aepde love ptmoinas, dad anneals, uMyaad nedical wants, inc' nenWt ash . Net epaaminated voila ,
pdiaetive materials, and other wanes rwsl decrihed in section 5(Cl o(104 document .

15 . The following documents Mao desatbe aodlor etrict the operation of this facility (want docnmmt date in vice) :
Date

	

Din
[X) Rspon of Facility Infotntion

	

11195

	

PCI Contact Agrtetrenta - operator and comma 153&5-C-94 ea
IX) Land Use Pewits and Conditiona l

U. Rends

	

1211]

	

I1 Wade Discharge Requhmema

	

f4~I

[ 1 Air Pefhalm Permits and Vana,sas

	

HA

	

(1 Local A. County Ordinance s

pf) Mtigued Noggin Deebntion ND 95-52 . 7195

	

(I Anal Cone & Post Clara Maiaamme Plan

	

Nei

I 1 Naar Ads.emeas - ewmr and operator

	

NA

	

1 ) Aaaodmems to RFI

	

s

	 _ . ~	 '_

	

. . .

	

. . r~a_m.. ermata e. r1,wn,e

	

n ., .

I) Comm Financial Respomtbilny Document 	 N A
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Faulty/Permit Number ;

20-AA-000 1

16 . Self Monitoring:

a . Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will b e
reported as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To

1 . Daily weight/volume Annually LEA

2.

records.

Log of special occurrences . Annually LEA

3. Volume of sanitary and Annually LEA

4 .

process wastewater
removed from the site.

Log of station and Upon Request LEA

5 .

equipment maintenance .

Log of hazardous waste Annually and Upon Request LEA

6.

(uncovered from waste
screening) storage,
handling and removal.

Log of complaints received Within 1 business day LEA

7.

by the operator.

Water potability test Upon Request LEA

	

{

8.

results.

lng of cleaning for the Upon Request" LEA

9.

following : floor of the
main building ; all waste
containers ; and all other
station cleaning duties not
done on a daily basis .

Log of inspection and Upon Request LEA

cleaning of empty roll-off {
boxes .



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

a. Any changes that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to the terms an d
conditions of the permit are prohibited . Any changes would. require a permit modification or revisio n
prior to implementation of the change.

b. This permit is subject to review by the Local Enforcement Agency and be modified, suspended o r
revoked for sufficient cause after a hearing .

c. Any additional information, as may be required by the Ioral Enforcement Agency, must be provided .

d. The facility shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements, and enactments, including al l
mitigation measures given in any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources
Code, Section 21081 .6 .

e

	

The facility must comply with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal .

L

	

The following tasks contained within the Report of Station Information shall be completed by March 15 ,
1996 unless otherwise approved in writing by the LEA :

I) replace deteriorated facility signs
2) repair damaged or deteriorated internal roads
3) place a fire extinguisher in the main buildin g
4) install a retractable metal guard rail across the edge of the tipping floor

g .

	

All proposed station modifications shall be completed within 6 months of a revised Solid Wast e
Facilities Permit .

It. Cleaning shall be according to the following schedule ;or as otherwise approved in writing by the LEA;
daily facility cleaning of loose materials and litter, sweeping and spot washing ; weekly cleaning of al l
boxes, bins, pits or other waste containers as specified by the LEA, and water washing the floor of the
main building ; roll-off boxes cleaned as rim-every or at the direction of the LEA.

L

	

Temporary storage of hazardous wastes either discovered during the load screening program or received
during a properly authorized household hazardous waste collection event shall be stored in an
appropriate unit approved by the LEA and storage shall not exceed 90 days . All containers shall be
properly labeled and dated.

J .

	

A copy of this permit shall be maintained at the facility, so that it will be available to facility an d
regulatory personnel upon request .

17. LEA Conditions :

•

k .

	

All stored waste shall be contained within the building or in covered trailers.

J.



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

20-x-000 1

17. LEA Conditions: (continued)

The following conditions and mitigated measures as described in the Mitigated Negative Declaratio n
(ND-95-52) are hereby incorporated as conditions of this permit :

1) Any sewage generated must be discharged into an Environmental Health Department approve d
sewage system .
2) Any future design or operational changes are not sanctioned until incorporated into a revised Solid
Waste Facility Permit ,
3) Noise from the operation shall not exceed the State Model Noise Ordinance levels . ]f surrounding
properties repoit excessive noise levels from this operation, this permit shall be subject to additiona l
conditions in this area to further mitigate the noise impact .

Facility/Permit Number;



Attachment 4

State of California

	

California Environmenta l
Protection Agency

M E M O R A N D U M

To :

	

Suzanne Hambleton

	

Date : May 25, 199 5
Permits Branch, Sout h
Permitting and Enforcement Divisio n

	 t'Y:At- ;NUi1^--	
Tabetha Willmon
Office of Local Assistance
Diversion, Planning and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Request for Conformance Finding for North Fork Transfe r
Station, Facility Number 20-AA-000 1

The proposed project involves a revised solid waste facilitie s

0
permit for the North Fork Transfer Station (NFTS) located withi n
the unincorporated portion of the County of Madera . The primary
activity at the NFTS is receiving mixed wastes and depositing i t
into trailers for transfer to the Mammoth MRF, located at th e
Fairmead Landfill . Salvaging activities at the site are minimal ,
because resource recovery and thorough waste screening occur a t
the Mammoth MRF .

The proposed project is located on a 10 acre area of land owne d
by the County of Madera . According to its proposed solid wast e
facility permit, the maximum permitted tonnage is 80 tons pe r
day . The NFTS is designed to receive mixed municipal solid wast e
(residential, commercial, industrial, and self-haul), non -
hazardous industrial wastes, construction/demolition wastes ,
agricultural wastes, animal wastes, forest product wastes, inert
materials, and tires .

PRC 44009 :

	

Waste Diversion Requiremen t

Board staff have reviewed the proposed North Fork Transfe r
Station Permit, the Report of Station Information (RSI), and th e
Preliminary Draft Source Reduction Recycling Elements (SRRE) for .
the Cities of Madera .and Chowchilla, and the unincorporate d
portion of the County of Madera . The North Fork RSI indicate s
that wastes being transferred from the NFTS will be taken to th e
Mammoth MRF, where resource recovery occurs .

From :

•

W



Suzanne Hambleton
20-AA-000 1
May 25, 199 5

There is no evidence in the record that would indicate that thi s
project would prevent or substantially impair the achievement o f
waste diversion mandates . Therefore, staff concludes the
requirements of PRC Section 44009 have been met .

PRC 50000 :

	

Conformance with CoSWMP

The NFTS was originally established as a landfill in the 1960s .
In the early 1970s, however, the County changed the operation o f
the site to a transfer station and sanitary landfill for
construction debris and yard waste such as tree stumps . The NFTS
is identified in the 1984 Madera County Solid Waste Management
Plan (CoSWMP) as one of two transfer facilities operating i n
Madera County .

Based on this information staff concludes that the requirement s
of PRC Section 50000 have been met .

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General Plan

On February 16, 1995, the Madera County Planning Department
drafted a letter which verified that in 1983, the Plannin g
Commission and Board of Supervisors rezoned and amended the
Madera County General Plan and approved a Conditional Use Permi t
(#83-61, dated 8/17/83) to allow the transfer station . The RS I
for the NFTS also includes a map of surrounding land use, whic h
include Public Open Space (POS), Rural Mountain (RM), Rura l
Mountain Single Family (RMS), and Industrial, Heavy (IN) .

Based on this information staff concludes that the requirement s
of PRC Section 50000 .5 have been met .

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permi t
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows :

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's wast e
diversion requirements (PRC 44009) .

2.

	

The facility is identified and described in the 198 4
Madera County Solid Waste Management Plan (PRC 50000) .

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the County of Mader a
General Plan (PRC 50000 .5) .

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabeth a
Willmon at (916) 255-2659 .

15
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ATTACHMENT 5

California Integrated Waste Management Boar d
Permit Decision No . 96-102

March 27, 199 6

WHEREAS, the County of Madera is the land owner, and the
North Fork Transfer Station is operated under contract by Mader a
Disposal Systems, Inc . . (MDSI), who owns all buildings an d
equipment located at the site ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA entered into a Stipulated Order o f
Compliance and Agreement (STIP) with Madera County Engineerin g
Department and MDSI most recently on October 31, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the STIP ordered the owner/contract operator t o
submit an application for a revised Solid Waste Facility Permi t
to the LEA by November 30, 1995 ; and

.WHEREAS, on December 21, 1995 the LEA accepted, as complete ,
an application for a revised Solid Waste Facility Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its revie w
and concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Wast e
Facility Permit for the North Fork Transfer Station ; and

WHEREAS, the revised permit will allow for an increase i n
tonnage from approximately 25 tons per day (TPD) to 60 TPD ,
thereby, changing the operations from a small volume to a larg e
volume transfer station ; an d

WHEREAS, the Madera County Planning Department, acting a s
Lead Agency for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) ,
prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearinghous e
No . 95072094, indicating no adverse environmental impacts were
anticipated from the project . Board staff found the projec t
description to be vague in that it only addressed the expansio n
of the building ; and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Environmental Committee has
submitted a letter of clarification indicating the committe e
considered the potential environmental impacts that might resul t
from the proposed increase in vehicles and tonnage, the extende d
operating hours, and the implementation of a Household Hazardou s
Waste Program prior to the adoption of the Negative Declaratio n
and found them tc be less than significant ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have determined that the CEQA analysi s
prepared .by the Lead Agency is adequate for the Board' s
evaluation of the proposed project .and for those projec t
activities which are within this Agency's expertise and/or power s
or which are required to be carried out or approved by the Board ;
and



WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit an d
supporting documents' for consistency with the standards adopted
by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, on February 15, 1996 during a .joint inspection o f
the facility Board staff and staff of the LEA, no violations of
State Minimum Standards were documented ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and loca l
requirements regarding consistency with the Madera County Genera l
Plan ; and conformance with the County Plan have been met ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted a written statement i n
accordance with LEA Advisory No . 28 indicating there is no .
evidence that the issuance of the proposed permit would preven t
or substantially impair the jurisdiction's ability to achieve th e
waste diversion goals .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Californi a
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance o f
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 20-AA-0001 .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing i s
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularl y
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Wast e
Management Board held on March 27, 1996 .

Dated :

Ralph E . Chandle r
Executive Director

•



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D
Permitting and Enforcement Committe e

.March 6, 199 6

AGENDA ITEM 3

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTION OF THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AN D
CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID WASTE FACILITY
PERMIT FOR THE CHESTER/LAKE ALMANOR SOLID WASTE TRANSFE R
STATION, PLUMAS COUNTY

I .

	

BACKGROUND :

Facility Fact s

. Name : Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfe r
Station, Facility No . 32-AA-002 2

Facility Type :

	

Small Volume Transfer Statio n

Location :

	

Intersection of Highway 36 and County Roa d
322, Chester

Area :

	

3 .75 acre s

Setting :

	

Forest land

0 Operational Status : Active

Permitted Volume :

	

99 cubic yards per day

Owner/Operator :

	

Plumas County Department of Public Work s
Tom Hunter, Director

LEA :

	

Lassen County Public Health Departmen t
Doug Ames, Director of Environmental Health .

Proposed Projec t
The Plumas County Department of Public Works is requesting a Soli d
Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) for the new Chester/Lake Almanor Soli d
Waste Transfer Station .

II .

	

SUMMARY :

Prior Board Action
The LEA submitted a proposed permit to the Board for consideratio n
on November 16, 1995 . The last day the Board could act was January
15, 1996 . However, Board staff could not find sufficient documen -
tation in the permit package to support the Plumas County Plannin g
Department's finding that the project would not result
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in any significant environmental impacts . Therefore, the Board
directed staff to complete an initial study for the proposed per-
mi t

Compliance History
This facility began operating on September 25, 1995 without a
SWFP . The LEA issued a Notice and Order to the operator in Octo-
ber, 1995 requiring the operator to obtain a SWFP within 15 0
days .

Proiect Description
The Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station is locate d
at the intersection of Highway 36 and County Road 322 in Chester .
The facility covers 3 .5 acres and the land is zoned .TP-Z, timbe r
production . There are no structures within 1000 feet of th e
facility, which is operated by the Plumas County Department o f
Public Works . Currently the land is owned by Roseburg Fores t
Products ; however, Plumas County is in the process of purchasing
the property . Plumas County has a contract with Feather Rive r
Disposal to operate the transfer station . The facility will be
open to the public Friday through Tuesday from 9 a .m . to 5 p .m .
'during the summer and from 9 a .m . to 4 p .m . during the winter .
Feather River Disposal (franchise hauler) will have access to th e
facility 24 hours a day 7 days per week . The facility will be
permitted to accept a maximum of 99 cubic yards of waste per day .
The waste will consist of 90 percent municipal waste from resi-
dential, commercial, and industrial generators, and approximately
10 percent construction/demolition debris . The service area for
this facility will be the Lake Almanor basin, including Hamilton
Branch, Canyon Dam Peninsula, Prattville, Almanor, and Chester .
Waste that was being disposed in the Chester Landfill is no w
being delivered to this facility and is then hauled to th e
Lockwood Landfill in Nevada for disposal .

Environmental Control s
Environmental controls for dust, noise, odor, vectors, traffic ,
and litter are described in the April, 1995 Plan of Operation .
The LEA and Board staff have determined that these controls, i f
followed, will continue to allow the facility to comply wit h
State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal .

Resource Recovery
A large bin will be on site for the temporary storage of recy-
clable wastes such as batteries, anti-freeze, and latex paint . A
500 gallon above ground storage tank will be used at the site fo r
storage of used oil, and scrap metal will also be accepted .

•

•

1B
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III . ANALYSIS :

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation an d
have made the following findings :

1. Conformance with County Pla n
The LEA has determined that the permit is consistent wit h
the approved Non-Disposal Facility Element (NDFE) and con-
sistent with the Local Task Force PRC Section 50000 (d) and
(c) . Board staff have determined that this facility wa s
included in the final NDFE that was approved by the Count y
Board of . Supervisors, the City of Portola, and the Board .
Because the NDFE includes a site identification and descrip -
tion of the facility, it meets the requirements of PRC Sec-
tion 50000 (Attachment 5) .

2. Consistency with General Plan
The Plumas County Board of Supervisors by adopting the Con-
ditional Use Permit has determined that the surrounding lan d
use is compatible with the facility operation, and the us e
is consistent with the County Plan . The LEA has found that
the proposed facility is consistent with, and is designate d
in, the applicable General Plan . Board staff agree wit h
said finding .

3. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements
LEA Advisory No . 28 advises LEA's that beginning in Octobe r
1995, any permits submitted for consideration by the Commit -
tee and Board must be accompanied by a letter from the LE A
making a determination whether there is substantial evidenc e
that issuance of the proposed permit would prevent or sub-
stantially impair the jurisdiction's ability to meet diver-
sion requirements . The LEA submitted a letter confirming
that "Upon review of contracts pertaining to th e
Chester/Lake Almanor Transfer Station . . .the facility wil l
neither prevent or impair Plumas County from achieving it s
939 goals" . The analysis used in making this determination
is included as Attachment 4 .

4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA )
Prior to concurring in a SWFP, the Board must comply wit h
the requirements of CEQA . Plumas County determined tha t
there is no possibility that the activities allowed by th e
permit will have a significant effect on the environment ,
and are categorically exempt . These findings are stated i n
the Notices of Exemption filed by the County which cite CEQ A
Guidelines, sections CCR 15061(b)(3), and 15301 . Board
staff were unable to make the same determination regardin g
the activities described in the proposed permit based on the

19
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information contained in the permit package submitted by th e
LEA . Board staff required additional information in orde r
to determine the appropriate environmental analysis require d
to fully comply with the requirements of CEQA .

Section 15052(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines allows a respon-
sible agency when called upon to grant an approval for a
project to assume the role of lead agency when a lead agenc y
did not prepare an environmental document for a project, an d
the statute of limitations has expired for a challenge t o
the action of the appropriate lead agency . The Board is a
responsible agency called upon to approve the proposed per-
mit . Plumas County, the lead agency, did not prepare a n
environmental document, and the statute of limitations ex-
pired prior to November 1994 .

Section 15052(b) of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that th e
same time limits applicable to a lead agency shall apply t o
the actions of the agency assuming the lead agency duties .

Section 15111 of the CEQA Guidelines states that if the lea d
agency does not have time to finish the CEQA process withi n
the permit time limit, they are not required to accept a n
application for filing until such time as progress is suffi-
cient to enable the lead agency to finish CEQA complianc e
for the project . Board staff have determined that the ac-
ceptance of the proposed permit is the equivalent to accept-
ing an application for .filing .

Environmental Review Section staff prepared and circulated a
Draft Initial Study on January 3, 1996 to gather informa-
tion . Based on information gathered during this period ,
staff determined that impacts resulting from the projec t
would not be significant . ERS staff prepared and circulate d
a final Initial Study and proposed Negative Declaration o n
January 31, 1996 . Since the State agency review period doe s
not end until March 1, 1996, staff will present any comment s
and response to comments at the Committee meeting . The
public review period does not end until March 7, 1996 . Any
comments received after the Committee meeting will be pro- '
vided to the full Board with any required responses .

5 .

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards
Board and LEA staff found the facility to be in complianc e
with State Minimum Standards during their joint inspectio n
on November 28, 1995 .
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IV .

	

STAFF RECOMMENDATION :

Because a new Solid Waste Facility Permit is proposed, the Board
must either concur with or object to the proposed permit as sub-
mitted by the LEA .

Staff recommend that the Board adopt the Negative Declaration ,
Resolution No . 96-104, and Permit Decision No . 96-105, concurring
in the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 32-AA-0022 .

V .

	

ATTACHMENTS :

1 .

	

Location Map
2 .

	

Site Map
3 .

	

Permit No .

	

32-AA-002 2
4 .

	

LEA Prevent or Impair Findin g
5 .

	

AB 2296 Finding of Conformance
6 .

	

Resolution No .

	

96-10 5
7 .

	

Permit Decision No .

	

96-10 4
8 .

	

Proposed Negative Declaratio n

Prepared by :

	

Sadie Galos

	

t-a

	

yy

	

Phone :

	

255-416 3

Reviewed by :

	

ier/Cody Begley/Mark deBi

	

Phone :

	

255-416 5

Approved by :

	

Clint Whitney

	

Phone :

	

255-243 1

Legal Review : Date/Time :

	

0%1/96,

2 1
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Attachment 3

'SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
1 . Facility/Permit Number.

32-AA-0022_

like and Street Addres s
of Facility:
Chester/Lake Aimanor Solid Waste
Transfer Statio n
Intersection of Hwy 36 & Co. Rd. 32 2
Chester, California

Section 12, T.28N. . R7E. MDB&M

3. Name and Mailing Address o f
Operator.
Plumas Co. Public Works Department
1834E Main St
Quincy, CA 95971

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner :
Plumas Co. Public Works Departmen t
1834 E. . Main St
Quincy, CA 95971

Property Owner:
Roseburg Forest Products
P.O. Box 680, Weed, CA 9609 4

5. Specifications :
a. Permitted Operations :

	

[]Composting Facil ity

	

[] Processing Facility
(mixed wastes )
[]Composting Facility

	

[X] Transfer Station (Small Volume )
(yard waste )
[ ]Landfill Disposal Site

	

[] Transformation Facility
[]Material Recovery Facility

	

[] Other:
b. Permitted Hours of Operation:

Friday through Tuesday, 9 :00 am to 5:00 pm, summer, 9 :00 am to 4:00 pm, winter, for the public ; 24 hours pe r
I

	

day, 7 days per week.for the operator/franchisee
c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day :

	

99

	

CY/Day

Non-Hazardous - General

	

99

	

CY/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge

	

N/A

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous -Separated or commingled recyclables

	

_

	

__ ..

	

•

	

CY/Day
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

__. ._.__

	

_	 CY/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

N/A

	

Tons/Day
_zardous (See Section 14 of Permit)	 _

	

CY/Day
®

	

r See endnote #1, Page 4 )
d. Permitted Traffic Volume :

	

27

	

•

	

Vehicles/Da y

Incoming waste materials

	

. . ..

	

.	 _

	

25

	

Vehicles/Da y
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)

	

2

	

Vehicles/Da y
Outgoing materials from material recovery operations

	

Vehicles/Day
r See endnote #2, Page 4 )

e. Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations) :

Total

	

Disposal

	

Transfer

	

MRF

	

Composting

	

Transformation

Pcmi led Area On

	

3 .75 a

	

a

	

3 .75 a

	

a

	

a

	

a

Design Capacity .—

	

_ .:'

	

®

	

720 cy

	

fad

	

tpd

	

tpd

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL )

Max . Depth (Ft BGS)

Estimated Cbaae Date

	

?

	

. .

	

. .

The permit Isgraded solely to the operator named above, and Is not transferable Upon a changed operator, this permit lane longer valid . Further, upon a
significant change In design or operation from the described hats this puma Is atbled to mxatbn or suspension. The attached permit findings and pen dbcns
am Intone puts or this puma and supersede the canmlfonu of any previous Issued sold waste Maley permits .

6. APprovat 7 . EMart.mndlt Agency Name and Address :

Approvtng Officer Signature
Doua Ales, Director of Environmental Health

Lassen County Pudic Health Department
565 Hospital Lan e
Susanvllle. CA 96130

.

NamelTitle_
9. CIWMB Concurrence Date :Oceived by CIWMB: hO'1

	

1

	

6 199 5

10 . Permit Review Due Date : 11 . Permit issued Date: 2 1



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
FacilitylPertnitNumber :

32-AA-0022

12. Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RFI) :
Section 12, Township 28 North, Range 7 East, MDB& M

13. Findings :
a

	

This permit is consistent with the approved Nondisposal Facility Element of the County-wide Integrated Soli d
Waste Management Plan (CIWMP), PRC, Section 50001 . This permit is also consistent with local task forc e
pursuant to PRC, Section 50000(d) and (c )

b .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB).
Public Resources Code, Section 44010 .

c.

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA,

d .

	

The following local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fir e
standards as required In Public Resources Code, Section 44151 . Plumes County Office of Emergency ServiceslFire
Warden

e.

	

An environmental determination (i.e . Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilitie s
which are not exempt from CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

f.

	

A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has (In part) been approved by the CIWMB .

g .

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, th e
applicable general plan : Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a). Plumas Co. Board of Supervisors

h .

	

The following local governing body has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with th e
facility operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(b). Plumas Co . Board of Supervisors

14. Prohibitions :
The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring specia l
handling, designated waste, or hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unles s
the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits . This facility may accept waste oil, lead
acid batteries, antifreeze, household hazardous waste, waste tires, brush and greenwaste, and scra p
metaUappliances (see also Conditions 17 f & g).

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following items : burning of waste ; allowing water to contact
with waste ; discharge of waste outside of bins or other designated areas ; accepting liquid waste, large dea d
animals, and hot ashes ; scavenging.

15. The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date i n
space) :

Date

	

Date
[X] Report of Facility Information

	

[X] Contract Agreements
Plan of Operation

	

April 1995

	

- operator and contract

	

February 21, 1995
[X] Land Use Permits and Conditional

	

[] Waste Discharge Requirements
Use Permits SUP 7-94195-01

	

June 12,1995
[ ] Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

[ ] Local & County Ordinances

[X] ER or Negative Declaration

	

[ ] Final Closure & Post Closure
NOE

	

Filed

	

May 15, 1995

	

Maintenance Plan
[] Lease Agreements -

owner and operator

	

[] Amendments to RR

[ ] Preliminary ClosurelPost Closure Pla n

(] Closure Financial Responsibility Document

[X] Other (list) :
EPA Generator ID # CAH-111000439

tt



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/PermitNumber :

32-AA-0022

*elf Monitoring :

a. Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported as
follows:

Proqram Reportinq Facility Aqency Reported To

Weight/Volume Records

Special Occurrence s

•

Annually

Annually

Local Enforcement Agency

Local Enforcement Agency

24
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SOUP {PASTE FACILITY PERMIT

IT. LEA Coil ions:

a .

	

Any change that would cause the design or operation of that facility not to conform to the berms an deonllgns the permit are prohibited . Any changes would squirt► a permit modification or revision prior t o
ntit n of the change .

b. Thla htNt i• subject to review by the Local Enforcement Agency and be modified, suspended or revoke d
for slent!causa attar a haring .

c. Any dlttonii Information, as may be nquired by the Local Enforcement Agency, must be provided .

d .

	

The

	

all comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments, Including al l
a*urea given in any certified environmental document filed instant to Public Resource s

Coda *actin t 21061 .4 .

e. The t pity mutt comply with the Stela Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal .

t

	

Tho' pity Ii permitted to tocsin the following non-hazardous wastes : mixed municipal {Including
resld dlfai; c IarnmsrcW, and Industrial), constructlonldsmollllon, ern (no more than 40 Wes on site at any
oats • ), brMsh and grsenwa ls, white goods and salvaged materials .

recycling are permitted, so king as the activities are consistent with CCR 17887 throug h
d In these activities my be the *tongs, handling and transfer of household hazardous waste
s that we, or may be, prohibited from landfill disposal, and provided that the materials an

oMer generelvastas destined for dlspdsal and are stored, handled and transferred I n
all appll sbts laws, regulations and approvals or penults by the LEA or other agencies wit h

permitting authority.

This

	

R r~llects construction and operation of a new enclosed small volume transfer station t o
long haul at solid waste to the Lockwood, Nevada landfill or other regional facMt y and th e

of landfill operations at It,. Chester Landfill.

petrnittad daily valiant has been established for separated or commingled racyclables, othe r
special handling (such as tint, appilances, Intl brush and greenwaste) or for househol d

res. Volumes of those metals!" an generally low and quite variable. The bclllty will be able
than any maximum daily volume that could or would coma from within The facility' servic e

traffic volume has been established for outgoing malartats from material recovery operations.

yt
above, the volumes of those materials an generally low and variable. Ramona! of the material

s tofacility

	

be able to handle more than an
y thtat . . • brkvould cones from salvage aacNv

	

attffss the faWNW
maximum outgoing salvaged material traffic

Fatdittylpermit Number:

32-AA-0022

g.

1.

2.

•

29



J Attacnment v

SOLID WAS1 LOCAL ENFORCEk 2NT AGENCY
REPRESENTING : LASSEN, MODOC, PLUMAS, & SIERRA COUNTIE S

LASSEN COUNTY PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMEN T
HOSPITAL LANE SUSANVILLE, CA 96130

(916) 251-8183

NOV 1 619,S5I ,

	 'U(	 1\N

RE:

		

repo . . olid Waste Facility Permit, Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station ,
Facility Number 32-AA-0022

Dear Mr. Kant.

Enclosed please find a Proposed Solid Waste Facility Permit for the Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste
Transfer Station . Following are responses to your comments on the permit and Plan of Operation receive d
November 2, 1995

Plan of Operation

The difference in the facility name is that the Plan of Operation identifies the facility as the
Chester/Lake Almanor Transfer Station and the SWFP Application and draft SWFP identify the
facility as the Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station . The application is the most
recent and the over riding document of the two submitted by the operator. Therefore the SWFP
reflects the information in the application . Since the discrepancy is insignificant, creating n o
confusion over the name or identity of the facility, the LEA is not requesting the operator to amen d
the Plan of Operation at this time .

The Phnnas County Public Works Department is in the process of purchasing the land (transfe r
station parcel) from the current owner, Roseburg Forest Products . Thus, the Plr>mas County Public
Works Department will become the land owner as indicated in the Plan of Operation within the nea r
future, but Roseburg Forest Products signed the application for the SWFP as the current land owner.
The facility improvements are already owned by the Plumes County Public Works, which in the pas t
is what you have had me put on the SWFP as the facility owner . I put both the facility
(improvements) owner and the current land owner on the permi t

Upon verification with the facility operator on November 6,1995, the facility and parcel bein g
acquired by the County is 3 .75 acres, as identified in the Plan of Operation. The proposed SWFP
now reflects the same. The operator and current land owner will not be requested to resubmit a n
application to address this minor error. This note will save to clarify the discrepancy . However,
permitted solid waste facility acreage could have been less than total facility/parcel acreage withou t
significant concern.

• 2.

		

Prior to the 1992 SWFP Application form revision, there was no Site Capacity in Yards item unde r
the Facility Information section of the SWFP Application . The 1992 form revision provides no

•

FACILITI FIL CARBON COPY .
November 13, 1995

	

(.^,I" ~ NA. Okla " f+-m.	 re-t`l3 ) ~J

	

—

SUS`AITTED I

	

DATE —~-~,~ ' -e G r I I ^`,
COPY TO	 RAAnn'.~	

Russ Kanz

	

1_-CPY TO	 C	 R /l	

Permits Branch

	

Cc?v TO	 SN~ FA/	

California Integrated WasteNaaagrmentAnard	
8800 Cal Center Driv e
Sacramento, CA 95826
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Russ Kane
Page 2
November 6,1995

direction regarding this item on the reverse side under Instructions for Completing the Application .
The five transfer station permits I have processed in response to applications on the 1992 revision
have handled this item in a couple of different ways, including leaving the item blank. None of the
previous applications had been commented on by the CIWMB staff regarding this item .

This item actually appears to be intended for the Design Capacity (volumetric), in cubic yards, for
disposal facilities (landfills) under the Key Design Parameters section of the SWFP . The Design
Capacity item of the Key Design Parameters under Transfer (operations) indicates that the
appropriate parameter is Tons per Day. It has not been clarified as to whether this is the same as th e
Permitted Tons per Day, some total design capacity tons per day that could theoretically be handled
by the facility, or the total bin or solid waste storage capacity at the facility . One of the 6 transfer
stations permits I have processed in the last 2 years (one in response to an application on the pre -
1992 application form) lists the total capacity of the waste bins on site expressed as the theoretica l
maximum Tons per Day that could be handled at the site, which had to be clarified with an endnote
to differentiate from the Permitted Tons per Day and the maximum of 100 cubic yards per day for a
small volume transfer station. Another lists the Permitted Tons per Operating Day as the Design
Capacity. Four of the permits, including this Chester/Lake Almanor Transfer Station SWFP, listed
the total bin/storage capacity in cubic yards.

The total bin/storage capacity of the Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station is 72 0
cubic yards as identified on page 2 of the Plan of Operation, not the 590 that you indicated . The 500
cubic yards was inadvertently placed on the application as that was the amount (per day) used for
East Quincy which translated to the 85 Permitted Tons per Operating Day. Regardless of what was
indicated on the application, my draft and proposed SWFP indirates the 720 cubic yards of tota l
container/storage capacity of the facility.

6.

	

I	~hate will not leak from the transfer/long haul tucks parked in the loading bay. The trucks are
loaded from the top, and the bottom and sides have been designed and constructed to be water tight
The load ing bay is under the roof of the facility building, so no rain water can fall onto the bay or
the tucks. The ramp into and out of the bay is at 7% grade (the bay itself is level). Any surface
runoff upgrade of the bay is intercepted by the storm drain at the end of the ramp outside of an d
before it can enter the bay (see Plot Plan 2 and Traffic Plan 2A). The only possible contact that rain
or outside facility drainage watercould have with waste would be as it flowed over the site and came
into contact with any small amounts of litter that may be on the ground until collected at the end of
each operating day (see POO pages 13 and 14 and facility maps) . All material storage bins are
washed down when emptied at the Feather River Disposal yard in Quincy (see POO page 14).

No Irarhate should be generated in or from the loading bay, as discussed above. If any minor
amounts of leachate were generated, it would probably evaporate on the level bay floor before
leaving the bay. However, ifany amount ever did flow out, it would flow down the ramp towards the
storm drain before entering the County Road, but again would evaporate or be absorbed by drainag e
ditch soil. The nearest surface water source is 800 feet from the facility .

The tipping and storage area is a completely enclosed area. Tipping floor wash down and any
water/leach= in the waste drains to the self-contained drain sump . Generally, all this water is
absorbed by the waste. Ifany free water was to

	

it will be pumped by a septic pump
truck and hauled to a sewage treatment plant (see POO page 13) .

•
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Finally, the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (Carole Crowe) has been
contacted and consulted regarding this project on several occasions . Input received during the CEQA
process has been discussed and clarified. The CVRWQCB currently has no concerns with or
requirements for this facility. The RWQCB's have primary responsibility and authority for leachat e
and water quality concerns .

10. A revised Plot Plan 2 (additional copy enclosed) was included in the CEQA portion of the SWFP
application package, which identifies the location of the salvaged materials handling (also see POO
pages 6, 9, 10 and 11). Also, see the enclosed letter from SHN and the Mt Lassen Power Green
Waste Diversion Program flyer. Very little wood and greenwaste is coming into the transfer stadon
at this time as a result of this program. The little amount received at the transfer station is currently
being disposed of with the rest of the general waste . Significant tonnages of wood and green wastes
are being received at the Cogeneration facility, which is keeping accurate records of greenwastes
received and regularly providing the counties with reports .

11. The EPA Generator ID Number for this facility is CAH-111000439 .

Solid Waste Facilities Permi t

13 .a. The facility is in conformance with the approved Nondisposal Facility Element, as well as the
County Siting Element and Source Reduction and Recycling Element, of the County-wide Integrated
Solid Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) pursuant to PRC, Section 50001 . 50000 applies to
facilities in the window between the County Solid Waste Management Plan and the CIWMP .

However, the facility does also comply with. PRC, Section 50000 (a)(3), (b), (c ) and (d) which deal
with review and approval of solid waste facilities which have not been identified or described in a
county solid waste management plan. Section 50000(d) appears to superseded or override the other s
when dealing with a solid waste transfer facility which is not a material recovery facility (recovers
less than 15 % of the total volume of material received by the facility). (d) specifies that in the
absence of the two required resolutions by February 1, 1991, that these facilities shall be subject to
the review process described in subdivision (c ), rather than the process described in (b), which i s
the procedure identified for (a)(3). (c ) requires the review and comment by the task force as apposed
to review and approval by the county board of supervisors and each city required in (b) .

The facility may have also undergone review and approval under subsection (b) (see August7, 1995
letter from Steve Alan to Tom Hunter). The facility was submitted to and approved by the County
Board of Supervisors through the proposal by and contract with the local franchise haulers . The
facility was also submitted to and approved by the Board of Supervisors via the Nondisposal Facility
Element, as well as the Countywide Siting Element and Source Reduction and Recycl ing Element
which both relate to the facility and its approval, prepared by the Phrmas County Plannin g
Department. Finally, the Board of Supervisors reviewed and approved the facility through approva l
of the facility's Special Use Permit While I do not know ifthe County specifically submitted the site
identification and description to each city (Portals is the only one in the County), or if the city
approved or disapproved the site identification and description, the city is represented on the
Integrated Waste Management Task Force and the Solid Waste Committee.

•

	

13.g. Is this a new requirement The statute section says that "the city or county in which the site is
located makes a find ing". In the past, the agency or governing body making the finding has bee n
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listed as an authorized agent The finding of consistency in this situation was made by the Plumas
County Board of Supervisors implicitly through their approval of the Special Use Permit, a s
summarized by Steve Allen in his August 7, 1995 letter to Torn Hunter .

14.

	

As stated above, the EPA Generator ID Number is CAR-111000439, and is included on th e
proposed permit The facility does not yet accept household hazardous waste, but will in the future .

Upon r view of contracts pertaining to the Chester/Lake Almanor Transfer Station (two included with the
application package and the one for greenwastes enclosed) and based on my knowledge of the background ,
design and operation of the facility, the County's goals and objectives in implementing the facility, th e
County's planning documents, the County's achievement of unaltered 1995 goals and progress toward s
2000 goals, the facility will neither prevent or impair Plumas County from achieving its 939 goals . The
facility and associated contracts should assist the County in achieving its goals . Also, as discussed above, the
facility is consistent with the approved Source Reduction and Recycling, Siting, and Nondisposal Facility
Elements ofthe Plumes County Integrated Waste Management Plan.

A map showing the adjacent land uses, and zoning is included in the copy of the Nondisposal Facility
Element that was included in the permit application package (additional copy enclosed, see insert). While
this reproduction of the map is not very good, the only zoning and land uses within 1,000 feet of the facility
are TP-Z, timberproduction, and public highway with a 50-foot scenic roadway corridor (see POO page 2) .
There are no building within 1000 feet of the facility. There are no buildings within several miles of the
facility.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (916)251-8183 .

Sincerely,

&,,:r"2 --
Ernest S . Genter
LEA Coordinator

Enclosures (5 )

cc.

	

Tom Hunter, Plumas County Public Works Department

•

31



'utacnment a
	

State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

•
MEMORANDU M

'To :

		

Russ Kanz

	

Date : November 17,199 5
Permits Branch, Nort h
Permitting and Enforcement Divisio n

a
Alan White
Office of Local Assistance, Northern Sectio n
Diversion, Planning and Local Assistance Divisio n
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT FOR THE CHESTER/LAKE
ALMANOR SOLID . WASTE TRANSFER STATION FACILITY NO . 32-AA-0022 FOR
CONFORMANCE WITH AB 229 6

The proposed project involves a new permit for the Chester/Lake
Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station located in Plumas County ,
approximately five miles east of the town of Chester, at the
intersection of State Highway 36 and County Road 322 . The sit e
of the new facility is located near the existing Chester Landfil l
Site . Its primary service area is the Lake Almanor Basin ,
including the sites of Hamilton Branch, Canyon Dam Peninsula ,
Prattville, Almanor, and Chester in Plumas County .

The transfer station will accept municipal, domestic, commercial ,
construction, and demolition waste, and household hazardou s
waste . The waste stream is projected to be composed o f
approximately 90 percent municipal solid waste from residential ,
commercial, and industrial generators, and approximately 1 0
percent construction/demolition material .

SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the propose d
permit conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows :

1. The facility has been reviewed and approved, as required b y
PRC 50000 .

2. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5) .

PRC 50000 : CONFORMANCE WITH THE CoSWM P

The Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station was no t
specifically identified in the Plumas County Solid Wast e
Management Plan (CoSWMP) . However, the facility was included i n
the final Non-Disposal Facility Element (NDFE)for th e
Unincorporated Area of Plumas County . The Plumas County

	

.
Integrated Waste Management Task Force, the County Supervisors ,

From :



Russ Kanz
November 17, 199 5
Page 2

the City of Portola, and the California Integrated Wast e
Management Board have reviewed, approved, and adopted the NDF E
which includes the site identification and description of th e
Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station . Therefore, i t
does meet the requirements of PRC Section 50000 .

PRC 50000 .5 : CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The Plumas County Board of Supervisors made the determinatio n
that the Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station i s
consistent with the County's General Plan in their approval o f
the Special Solid Waste Use Permit on May 3, 1995 .

•
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WHEREAS, all comments received have been considered .

WHEREAS, no mitigation measures have been adopted as a con -
' dition of approval ; and

•

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

Resolution No . 96-10 5

For Adoption of a Negative Declaration for the
Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station

March 27, 199 6

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board ,
acting as Lead Agency, developed an Initial Study for the
Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfer Station ; and

WHEREAS, based on the results of the initial study, it ha s
been found that project activities would not result in any poten-
tial significant impacts ; and

WHEREAS, a Negative Declaration, State Clearinghouse Numbe r
96022001, was noticed and circulated for review ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrat-
ed Waste Management , Board adopts Negative Declaration No .
96022001 .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrate d
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing i s
a full, true and correct copy of the California Integrated Wast e
Management Board held on March 27, 1996 .

Dated :

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

X4



ATTACHMENT 7

•

	

California Integrated Waste Management Boar d
Permit Decision No . 96-104

March 27, 1996

WHEREAS, the Lassen County Public Health Department, actin g
as the Local Enforcement Agency, submitted a new Solid Wast e
Facility Permit for the Chester/Lake Almanor Solid Waste Transfe r
Station . to the Board for its review and concurrence in, or objec -
tion to, on November 16, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the Plumas County Planning Department determine d
that there is no possibility that the activities allowed by the
permit will have a significant effect on the environment, or ar e
categorically exempt, and these findings are stated in the Notic e
of Exemption filed by the County. which cite CEQA Guidelines, sec-
tions CCR 15061(b)(3), and 15301 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board was unable to make the same determinatio n
regarding the activities described in the proposed permit based
on the information contained in the permit package submitted by
the LEA ; and

WHEREAS, based on the information provided in the permi t
package ; the Board could not determine that the activities de -
scribed in the proposed permit are exempt from the requirement s
of CEQA ; and

WHEREAS, Section 15062(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines allows a
responsible agency to assume lead agency responsibilities if th e
lead agency has not prepared a document and the statute of limi-
tations has expired ; and

WHEREAS, an environmental document had not been prepared ,
and the statute of limitations expired prior to November 1994 ;
and

WHEREAS, Section 15111 of the CEQA Guidelines allows that i f
a lead agency does not have time to finish the CEQA process with -
in the permit time limit, they are not required to accept a n
application for filing until such time as progress is sufficien t
to enable the lead agency to finish CEQA compliance for the pro-
ject ; an d

WHEREAS, at the December 7, 1995 Permitting and Enforcement
Committee meeting, the Board directed staff to complete an Ini-
tial Study for the proposed permit, and after the initial study
and any required documentation were completed, that staff bring
the proposed permit to the Permitting and Enforcement Committee

•
and Board for consideration ; and
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WHEREAS, Board staff, acting as lead agency, prepared, no-
ticed and circulated for review an Initial Study and propose d
Negative Declaration, on January 31, 1996 (SCH #96022001), to de-
termine if there would be any potential significant impacts t o
the environment ; and

WHEREAS, based on the results of the Initial Study, it ha s
been found that project activities would not result in any poten-
tial significant impacts ; and

WHEREAS, no mitigation measures have been adopted as a con-
dition of approval ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit fo r
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all State and local. require-
ments of the proposed permit have been met, including consistenc y
with Board standards, conformance with the County Solid Wast e
Management Plan, and consistency with the General Plan .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrat-
ed Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of Solid Wast e
Facility Permit No . 32-AA-0022 .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrate d
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing i s
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularl y
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Manage-
ment Board held on March 27, 1996 .

Dated :

Ralph E . Chandle r
Executive Director

•
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TATE OF CALIFORNIA

	

Pete Wilson . Governor

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATIO N

January 31, 199 6

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Statutes, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080(c), and CEQ A
Guidelines in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulation s
(CCR) Sections 15070 and 15071 ; the Environmental Review Section
Manager of the California Integrated Waste Management Board
(CIWMB) does prepare, make, declare, publish and cause to b e
filed with the California State Clearinghouse, this Negativ e
Declaration re : The project described as follows :

1)

	

Title and Short Description of Project :

Approval of the Issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit #32 -
AA-0022 .

•

	

The California Integrated Waste Management Board i s
proposing to concur in the issuance of a Solid Wast e
Facility Permit for the establishment and operation of th e
Chester/Lake Almanor Transfer Station in Plumas County .

2)

	

Location of Project :

40 County Road #32 2
Chester, Californi a
Assessor's Parcel No . 001-45-1 0

3)

	

The proposed project will not have a significant effect o n
the environment for the following reasons :

An Initial Study was conducted, and findings were made, tha t
shows that there is no substantial evidence that thi s
proposed project may have a significant effect on th e
environment (reference CCR, Section 15070) .

4)

	

Environmental Impact Report Requirement :

As a result of the Initial Study and Findings, the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report pursuant t o
CEQA Guidelines, CCR Section 15065 is not required .

•

RAOO Ca ; Center Olive
rarnrn :o. CaIitorr.:a 95826
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION for Chester/Lake Almanor T .S .
Page 2

6)

	

Information Pertaining to the Initial Study

The attached Initial Study has been performed by the
Environmental Review Section of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board in support of this Negativ e
Declaration . Further information may be obtained b y
contacting :

William L . Ishmael
Environmental Review Section
Permitting and Enforcement Division
CIWMB
8800 Cal Center Driv e
Sacramento, CA 9582 6
(916) 255-330 5

By 	4 .
Mark De Bie
Manager
Environmental Review Section
Permitting and Enforcement Division
CIWMB

%



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Permitting and Enforcement Committe e

March 6, .199 6

AGENDA ITEM S

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF A NEW SITE FOR THE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM (AB 2136 )

I . SUMMARY

Implementation of the AB 2136 program was approved by the Board o n
February 24, 1994 . Approval included the AB 2136 Flow Chart an d
guidelines for cleanup of sites through matching grants to loca l
governments, loans to responsible parties and local governments ,
grants to local enforcement agencies (LEA) for cleanup of illegal
disposal sites (IDS), and direct site cleanups using Board-manage d
contracts .

Since the inception of the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Sit e
Cleanup Program, the Board has approved 35 sites for cleanup .
Nineteen sites have been cleaned up and the remaining 16 sites ar e
in various stages of the program process .

This item presents the following site for consideration of approva l
by the Board for cleanup under the AB 2136 program . The sit e
presented for consideration is proposed for funding as a Board -
managed cleanup for a total of $300,000 . The cleanup would be
performed with either the remaining fiscal year (FY) 93/94 fund s
previously encumbered in Board contracts, using either Suku t
Construction Company or Granite Construction Company, or fiscal yea r
(FY) 95/96 funds encumbered in the contracts currently under bid .
The contract/contractor selected would depend on timeliness o f
obtaining regulatory agency permits required for the cleanups . Site
descriptions and other important information is provided i n
Attachments 1 :

Site Name County Est. Cost Attachmen t

Wirth Way Illegal Disposal Site Butte $300,000 1

II . ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTE E

Committee members may :

1 . Approve the project presented by staff and forward to the ful l
Board for action ; or

•

2 . Direct staff to provide additional information and bring the ite m
back to future meetings of the Permitting and Enforcemen t
Committee and the Board ; o r

3 . Disapprove the project .
39
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March 6, 1996

III . ANALYSI S

Staff Proces s

The normal staff review process for sites submitted for approva l
includes the following actions :

A. Research LEA and Board records, and determine site ownership and
possible responsible parties .

B. Conduct a site visit with the LEA, take photographs, make a roug h
determination of quantities of waste and requirements for cleanu p
or remediation, and prepare a preliminary cost estimate .

C. Coordinate with the LEA for issuance of a Notice and Order, wher e
appropriate .

D. Perform site ranking for health and safety and program
eligibility .

Site selection is based on many criteria, including the severity o f
the problems and surrounding land uses . The site proposed in thi s
item was selected based on investigation of many sites throughou t
the state . The site represent a threat to public health and safet y
or the environment . This site has been ranked using the Solid Wast e
Ranking System for illegal disposal sites .

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommend that the Board approve the Wirth Way Illega l
Disposal Site for remediation under the AB 2136 Program .

V . ATTACHMENTS

1: Wirth Way Illegal Disposal Sit e
2: Resolution to Approve the Wirth Way Illegal Disposal Site fo r

Funding

VI . APPROVALS

Prepared by : Glenn KYoung

	

255-383 0

Reviewed by : ClintonnGlhitney

	

255-243 1

Reviewed by : Kathryn Tobias /

	

255-282 5

ouch, Charlene Herbst . 255-2347, 255-230 1

VO



Attachment 1

Wirth Way Illegal Disposal Site
Butte County

Site Description : The site, a waste pile, less than 1 acre in area (150 ft x 200 ft) and 4-15 fee t

deep contains approximately 3000-4000 tons of solid waste . The site was created by the dumping

of trash, over several years, by the previous landowner, who was a local garbage hauler for the

City of Paradise . The waste pile appears to contain municipal solid waste, wood waste ,
construction waste and burn ash . The site is situated on the side of a shallow hill (4 :1 slope) near
a residential area approximately 3 miles from the City of Paradise in Butte County . Exposed
waste, evident on the top deck of the fill area, as well as on the front and side slopes of the pile .

present physical hazards for persons on site . The front slope of the pile is steep (2 :1) and
uncovered. The dump caught on . fire in September of 1995 and the local Fire Departmen t

responded to suppress the fire . The site is an area zoned for multiple family residential, an d
several homes are located less than 300 feet from the site . The site is not secure, has no fencin g

or other barriers and is accessible by vehicles .

Location : The site is located on Wirth Way, approximately 3 miles from the town of Paradise i n

Butte County .

Site Priority : The site is a Rank 2 illegal disposal site (not secure and within 1000 ft o f
residences) .

Ownership : The site is situated on property owned by Mr . and Mrs . Allen Hensley of Folso m

California. The responsible party for the dump is Mr . Philip Worth. the previous landowner . who
owns Modern Garbage Service of Paradise California .

Cost Recovery : The Butte County Health Department has documentation that evidences that th e
responsible party was provided with an opportunity to remove the waste from the property
(November 8, 1995 to December 8, 1995), and has not done so to date . Clean closure of the sit e
is estimated at $300,000. Cost recovery should be pursued .

Proposed Method of Cleanup/Remediation : Waste will be excavated and hauled to Neal Road
Landfill ; metal appliances or other large metal items will be stockpiled for metal reclaimers;
hazardous waste will be segregated and disposed of through hazardous waste disposa l
subcontractors . The site will be graded to original contours .

Preliminary Estimate for Cleanup : $300,000

Enforcement Actions : Enforcement actions have been taken by the Butte County Health
Department ; documentation evidencing actions are located in AB 2136 files .

CEQA: CEQA requirements will be met through a Notice of Exemption issued by the Board a s
lead agency for the cleanup .

Other Staff Comments and Recommendations : Staff recommend this project for Board-

managed cleanup under AB 2136 . Remediation of this illegal disposal site will eliminate existing
significant risks to public health of nearby residents and enhance the environment in th e

immediate area .
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Attachment 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR D

RESOLUTION 96-11 0

FOR APPROVAL OF CLEANUP OF SITES UNDER THE SOLID WASTE DISPOSA L
AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM - AB 213 6

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48020 et seq . authorizes the Board to

implement the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program to remediat e
environmental problems caused by solid waste and to cleanup up illegal disposal sites to protec t

public health and safety and the environment ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has approved guidelines and policies for this program to cleanup sites .

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves the Wirth Way Illega l
Disposal Site for immediate funding for remediation under the Solid Waste Disposal an d

Codisposal Site Cleanup Program . The Board directs staff to implement remediation measure s

and to encumber the funding for the cleanup of this site .

CERTIFICATIO N

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste Management Board doe s
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularl y

adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held o n

March 27, 1996 .

Dated :

Ralph E . Chandle r
Executive Director

X12



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Permitting & Enforcement Committe e
March 6, 199 6

AGENDA ITEM 4

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR TO CONCUR IN THE ISSUANCE OF STANDARDIZED PERMITS

I . SUMMARY

In part, Chapter 5 of Division 7 of Title 14 of the Californi a
Code of Regulations (14 CCR) describes the solid waste facilitie s
permit process . Article 3 .0 of this chapter outlines th e
"Regulatory Tier Requirements," including the applications an d
processing requirements, if any, for the "Excluded Solid Wast e
Handling," "Enforcement Agency Notification," "Registration
Permit," and "Standardized Permit" tiers .

The new compost regulations became effective at the end of Jul y
1995 . These regulations incorporated the tiered permitting
structure, and thus provided the Board's first experience wit h
streamlined permitting .

The standardized permit lies one level below the "full" soli d
waste facilities permit familiar to the Board . In order t o
obtain a standardized permit, operators must submit, and the LE A
accept, a complete and correct application package in a manne r
similar to an application for a full permit .

Standardized permits have prescribed uniform conditions whic h
LEAs will not have the opportunity to delete, alter, or add to i n
any manner . In fact, the regulations require that any adde d
conditions be stricken by the Board and that the Board concur i n
the issuance of the edited permit, assuming all othe r
requirements are met .

Also like the full permit, Board staff evaluate the propose d
permit and supporting documentation to determine if regulatory
requirements are satisfied . Staff could present their
recommendations on each proposed standardized permit to the Boar d
in the same manner as per current practice . However, this is no t
easily accomplished .

Regulations prescribe the Board to either concur in or object t o
the issuance of a proposed standardized permit within 30 days o f
its receipt . Due to public notice requirements and th e
predetermined schedule of the monthly Board (and committee )
meetings, scheduling standardized permits for consideration o f
concurrence is not always feasible . For example, this month' s
Board meeting is March 27 . Public notice of Board meetings mus t
be mailed at least ten days in advance . Therefore, any propose d
permit arriving on March 18 (or later) could not be heard at the

v3
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Agenda Item q
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Page 2

March 27 meeting, and the 30 days would expire before the Apri l
24 Board meeting . If the Board does not take action on a propose d
permit, its issuance is deemed concurred in by default .
Similarly, it is even less likely that standardized permits coul d
be heard at a scheduled meeting of the Permitting and Enforcemen t
Committee .

The Board could opt to hold a special meeting(s) when necessary .
However, as more activities are "slotted," LEAs will forwar d
proposed standardized permits on a more frequent basis, an d
multiple special meetings would cause a significant drain on th e
Board's resources . Rather than schedule additional Board meeting s
as necessary to accommodate standardized permits, the Board woul d
facilitate concurrence in the issuance of standardized permits b y
authorizing Board staff to act on its behalf . Accordingly, staf f
are requesting that the Board delegate the authority to concur i n
tandardized permits to the Executive Director .

Note that any delegation would not preclude staff from presentin g
proposed permits of a controversial nature to the Board .

II. PREVIOUS COMMITTEE (BOARD) ACTION

Previously, the Permitting and Enforcement Committee and Boar d
had approved both the tiered permitting regulations and compos t
regulations which incorporate standardized permitting . In Augus t
1995, staff presented an item similar to this one to th e
Permitting and Enforcement Committee ; this item was withdrawn
prior to the August Board meeting .

III. OPTIONS FOR THE COMMITTEE AND BOARD

Committee and Board members may decide to :

1.

	

Delegate the authority to concur in the issuance of propose d
standardized solid waste facility permits to the Executiv e
Director ; or

2.

	

Limit the delegation of authority to concur in the issuanc e
of all proposed standardized compost facility permits onl y
to the Executive Director ; or

3. Not delegate authority and schedule special Board meetings ,
as required, to consider proposed standardized permits . In
lieu of scheduling special meetings, the Board could allo w
some proposed permits to be concurred in by letting the 3 0
days expire .

•

dV
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends Option 1, delegation of the authority to concu r
in the issuance of all standardized permits to the Executiv e
Director .

V. ANALYSI S

Delegation of certain approvals is already employed at the Board .
The Board has delegated to the Executive Director the authority
to concur in "modified" permits . Similarly, the Executiv e
Director may approve both preliminary and final closure/post-
closure maintenance plans .

The Executive Director could choose to commission the Deput y
Director of the Permitting and Enforcement Division to act as hi s
agent in this matter, as is now the practice with modifie d
permits . The Board could also direct the Executive Director or
Deputy Director to periodically provide the Board with a list o f
permits that have been approved through delegation .

VII . APPROVALS

Prepared By : David Otsubo	 	 Phone : 255-1103	

Reviewed By :	 	 Pf?	 lPt.on/eon	
s/
	 r	 	 Phone : 255-2453	

Reviewed By : Clinton L . Whi
l
tneyZ/ 	 yts

	

Phone : 255-2411	

Legal Review :	 	 Date/Time :	 y('' 7-46
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE M6VAGMEICT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO .Tpe t) (

MARCH 26-27, 199 6

WHEREAS, the Board has adopted a tiered structure for
permitting of solid waste facilities ; and

WHEREAS, the tiered structure includes a .standardized soli d
waste facilities permit that requires consideration by the Board
within 30 days of submittal ; and

WHEREAS, it is not practical to schedule multiple meeting s
each month in order to consider each proposed standardize d
permit ; and

WHEREAS, delegation would not preclude the Board fro m
considering proposed standardized permits of a controversia l
nature ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has in the past delegated simila r
authorities to the Executive Director ;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board delegate s, to the
Executive Director the authority to concur in the issuance o f
standardized permits .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Officer of the California Integrate d
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing i s
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularl y
adopted at . a meeting of the California Integrated Wast e
Management Board held March 26-27, 1996 .

Dated :

Ralph E . Chandle r
Executive Director





CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOAR] )

Permitting and Enforcement Committe e
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AGENDA ITEM 1 0

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS TO ADDRESS TH E
STATUTORY REQUIREMENT THAT UNPERMITTED SOLID WAST E
FACILITIES CEASE OPERATION ON OCTOBER 16, 1996 .

I. SUMMARY :

This agenda item is presented to consider various options as they may relate to the October 16 ,
1996 ceasing of operation required by AB 59, statutes of 1995-96 .

II. BACKGROUND :

• On March 29, 1995, the Board approved the General Methodology for the placement of solid
waste facilities and operations into the regulatory tier structure . The methodology uses environ-
mental indicators to evaluate the potential impacts that an operation may pose to public health ,
safety, and the environment . Classes of operation/facilities are established based on critica l
factors, such as the nature of the material handled, the handling methods used, the quantity o f
material and location considerations . For each type of operation/facility identified, environmen-
tal indicators are evaluated to determine if any of the regulatory thresholds have been reached,
and whether the CIWMB is the appropriate regulatory agency . The Board is now in the process
of placing all categories of waste into appropriate tiers and promulgating regulations therefore .

To date, only the compost and contaminated soils waste categories have been placed in regula-
tion. All other waste categories tier regulations have been scheduled for promulgation over th e
next eighteen months .

AB 59, statutes of 1995-96, requires, among other things, that LEAs must issue cease and desis t
orders d irecting that any facilities not permitted as of October 16, 1996 cease operations unti l
the appropriate permit is issued. Some categories of waste will not be slotted in tier regulation s
until after October 16, 1996 .

- III. ANALYSIS :

0
Staff has made a telephone survey of LEAs, the majority of which responded, which reveale d
that the facilities at greatest risk of closure due to AB 59, are approximately twelve small
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volume transfer stations located predominantly in rural areas of the state. These are at risk du e
to the LEA's judgment that a) they pose not significant threat to public health, safety or th e
environment, and b) these facilities would , presumably, be slotted in the lower tiers which wil l
not require full CEQA review and other requirement of a full facility permit . The LEAs do no t
wish to require full facility permits for these facilities when, once these facilities are slotted, a
lower tier will be applicable, requiring less processing resource and expense by the applicants .

Staff reasons that large volume transfer stations, MRFs, and other major waste processin g
facilities will proceed to seek full facility permits between now and the October 16, 199 6
deadline on the presumption that a full or standardized tier will be required for these type o f

facilities even after slotting . Therefore, no special consideration need be given to these facilitie s

at this time. The schedule for slotting these facilities may proceed on the schedule alread y

reviewed by the board.

The issue before this Board is how to avoid closure of small facilities, or larger facilitie s
handling wastes types which otherwise present no threat to the public health, safety and th e
environment and which may be either in the process of obtaining permits or are pending a
decision as what level of permit is appropriate when the statute requires closure on October 16 ,

1996 .

Staff have identified several options for resolving the problem .

Option I .	 Accelerate the tiering andslotting of those facilities posing little to no risk, i .e. the
extremelyysmall volume transfer station and facilities processing wastes which pose little threat
to the public health, safety or the environment . This option word enhance the use of the
smaller more frequently removed bin type operation's

	

dingirid similar
opera ons w c are no • • 	 8
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: ;ly constitute a transfer
static* It is estimated this approach will take approximately six months, and if successful, wil l
meet the time line to avoid closure of small volume transfer stations and other non threatenin g
transfer facilities.

• Option II. Promulgate emergency regulations which slot small volume transfer station s
appropriately . This option could address all categories of facilities or could be restricted to th e
facility types of immediate concern identified in the LEA survey . This option can be imple-
mented most quickly, within approximately 60 days .

Option III. No Action by the Board . This, in effect, would allow the clock to run to th e
October 16, 1996 date at which time the Local Enforcement Agency(ies) would be required b y
statute to require that unpermitted solid waste facilities cease operation on October 16, 1996 .
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Option I. Accelerate the promulgation of only the transfer station category . Notify the LEAs
that they have a choice between requiring full permits or relying on the Board's promulgatio n
of the transfer facility tier permits regulations in time to avoid the requirement of cease an d
desist orders. Staff would advise LEAs in this notification of an estimated time schedule fo r
completing the regulations .

If for some reason beyond the control of the Board, it becomes clear that accelerating th e
promulgation of tier regulations for this category cannot be accomplished in a timely manner ,
consider adopting emergency regulations to avoid the negative impacts to the public health ,
safety and the environment .

Notify LEAs that whatever course they choose, the Board will assist in expediting the processin g
of permits to the maximum extent possible, but to the extent that permits, either tiered or full ,
are not issued by October 16, 1996, LEAs will be required to issued cease and desist orders as
directed by statute .

Prepared by : H. ThomasUrk	 3/	
qj	 Phone: 255-3856

gut 3/s/qkReviewed by : H. Thomas Unse	 Phone: 255-2298

Approved by : Clinton L.Whitne4 3/Ifs Phone : 255-243 1

Legal Review :	
l
	 Date/Time:3/6/96
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